




Editor's note: George and Martha are real per¬ 
sons although these are not their real names. The 
letter addressed to them was written by a graduate of 
Freedom School and is reproduced in this manner 
with the permission of the author. 

We consider this letter one of the finest we have 
ever read and hope that you will read it and think 
deeply about the keenly personal nature of this 
struggle for the minds of men. 
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The right to republish without alteration is 
specifically granted provided credit is given to 
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Dear George and Martha, 

I am deeply disturbed by our conver¬ 
sation last night, and just as concerned as 
I know both of you must be. It seems in¬ 
credible, after having been so close to you 
during all the years, that we should now 
disagree so sharply, that the gulf between 
us, of which you spoke, should now become 
almost uncrossable. 

I am Filled with an inexpressible sorrow 
that this must be so. Yet, the realization is 
that it is so —the realization that in the days 
to come (days which I face with a sense of 
foreboding and dread) the gulf must inevita¬ 
bly widen unless we can find some means by 
which we can meet or talk to each other with 
mutual understanding and respect. In a world 
like this, it is no longer possible (at least 
for me) to maintain friendships, loyalties or 
even family relationships which are based 
on the superficialities and trivialities charac¬ 
terized by cocktail conversation while under¬ 
neath we maintain a total opposition to each 
other upon fundamental problems which 
concern our very existence. 

Oddly enough, and sadly, neither of you 
disagrees with me on these fundamentals. 
Actually, we agree. Yet, paradoxically, the 
gulf between us exists and widens. How can 
this be? 

I say to you —“We believe that each of 
us must be responsible for his acts, and his 
life; that unless each individual is respon¬ 
sible and held responsible for his actions by 
his fellows, that neither the individual nor 
his social group can ever achieve anything 
worthwhile.” You say —“Of course, that is 
true. We all know that.” 

I say —“I must teach my children re¬ 
sponsibility. I must teach them values. I 
must give them a moral code by which they 
can determine and judge what is right and 
what is wrong. I must teach them to respect 
their own lives and their own property and 
the property and lives of others. I must teach 
them that they deserve only what they earn, 
and that what they achieve can only be 
done through education, self-discipline and 
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the maximum development of their 
ability. , mus , discipline then, in he 7 e ° W ," 
■ers so that they may achieve, as aduh 
the self-discipline which is absolutely j mpe ' ’ 
t,ve to any human if he is to become a" 
sponsible and self-respecting being. I mus t 
teach them these things because these are 
the attributes from which arise all that is 
noble in man, and which give him what we 
call human dignity, incentive, understanding 
and compassion." In all this 1 know that each 

of you will most definitely and sincerelv 
agree. * 


I say further: “What is true for my chil¬ 
dren is true for all children, that if most of 
the citizens of the community, or of the state 
(nation) do not follow these same principles, 
then the community and the nation cannot 
achieve anything but chaos which no amount 
of law and order can control.” In this, too, 
I am sure you will agree with me. 

Yet, and this is the crux of the matter, 
when I say further that “government (that 
is the policy and beliefs of men in govern¬ 
ment today) is systematically destroying ev¬ 
ery one of these concepts,” (it is unimportant 
whether intentional or unintentional) then 
it is at this point that the curtain comes 
down, and the gulf between us begins. “Poli¬ 
tics!”—you say, and that is your whole 
and only answer. Without further thought 
you close the doors of your minds to any 
further suggestion and dismiss the whole 
thing with that one single word —“politics. 


Then as an afterthought, and perhaps regret¬ 
fully, but with what is to me a terrifying dis¬ 
play of infallible self-assurance, you apply 
the label, Extremist! Reactionary! No fur¬ 
ther thought is required. Case dismissed. 

I cry out to you in anguish and frustra¬ 
tion and despair. “It is so much more than 
that. I only want to live. Is that politics? I 
only want you to understand that we cannot 


live as decent human beings much longer, 
if we are to be deprived of our responsibility, 
our property and our moral code. Is that just 


politics?” But the door is closed. I cannot 
reach you. “It cannot happen here in this 
great country,” you say, and the curtain 
falls. 


Let me state my position as briefly and 
as bluntly as I can. For as long as you be¬ 
lieve in the individual human values and 
rights I have outlined, but insist, out of blind 
faith and loyalty alone, on sanctioning a 
group whose every action, if you would but 
shed your blindness, is dedicated to the 
destruction of those rights and values; for 
as long as you make no effort to understand 
what this revolution which convulses the 
world is all about, but content yourself with 
faith in one group and labeling of the other; 
for just that long the gulf between us must 
remain and become always wider. 

The reason that this is true should be 
perfectly clear. It is by your sanction and 
your easy label, yours and millions of others 
just like you, that you destroy me and those 
like me who assume the responsibility, who 
furnish the ability, and who produce the ma¬ 
terials and services you want. The cruel truth 
is that, even while you destroy us, we are 
the ones you really believe in and the only 
ones upon whom you can depend. 

Let me try to explain this. Forget, if 
you can, party names like Democrat or Re¬ 
publican. We are not concerned here with 
parties. We are concerned with the basic 
ideologies and concepts upon which this 
world conflict hinges. 

The issue is as old as recorded history. 
Simply stated it is nothing more than this: 
Who is to be responsible? Man? Or Govern¬ 
ment? In the language of today it is stated 
in a somewhat more complex manner, but 
it is basically the same problem which has 
always plagued man, how to live in an or¬ 
ganized society without being crushed by 
the organization. 

We can say, then, that today the issue 
facing the whole world is: The moral and 
ethical system of individualism (responsible 
man) versus the amoral and ethical system 
of socialism (government assumes responsi¬ 
bility). Individualism embraces the economic 
system of free enterprise. Socialism em¬ 
braces the planned economy, which in Russia 
and China is almost totally planned, through 
almost complete control or ownership of 
private property, the means of production. 
In America, England, Western Europe and 
all the other countries of today’s world, grad¬ 
ual or creeping socialism exists. In these 
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countries therr* 

and ° f «*■ 

. You protest to me that vn P, ° duct,0 n- 
ciahsts. I know that you h° U are not s °- 
you are not. The word h ° I nestly believe 
rent to you. The ZThST"? is abho * 
are just exactly that-soci^iT^c that y °u 
until I began to examine myself Jn^h T 1 
and unbiased light of reason ,L , he hard 
exact definition. d lo S' c and 

personal lives and beliefs ‘ are a^mm/ 0 . y0U . r 
cal individuals. Both of von ■> S C assi ’ 
Plete responsibility for your actions 
both of you demand tha , Tour S & 
and property be respected just as you respect 
the lives and property of others. Yet, both 
ot you, by your deeds and actions and sanc¬ 
tions toward people other than yourselves, 
are almost classical socialists. You demand 
responsibility of yourselves, your friends 
and neighbors and all those with whom you 
associate individually. But when your con¬ 
cern is with people whom you don’t know at 
all and of whom you think vaguely as “the 
masses” or “the people” or any term which 
makes a collective unit out of individuals 
(even your neighbors whom you do know) 
it is then that you apply an entirely different 
set of rules and sanctions which are the exact 
opposite of those rules and sanctions 
you apply to yourselves. It is this vast split 
in your thought patterns which allows you 
to agree with me up to a point and then im¬ 
pels you to abruptly or casually pull down 
the curtain and admit no further reasoning. 

I know of no man, George, who more 
admirably fulfills what the individualist 
terms the epitome of success, the self-made 
man, than you do. I have tremendous ad¬ 
miration for what you were able to accon 
plish for yourself with only your ability, re¬ 
sponsibility and incentive to accoun ' 

I have the deepest and utmost respec 
your integrity, self-discipline and e t r - ze 
suming dignity which seems to c ar* 
everything you do. You are, in a y 
sonal traits, gestures, and accomp is ’ 

everything that I would like to be. > 
must disagree, and I am truly sor y 

it is so. 

You, too, Martha, in a different way, 
have accomplished as much. Out of povu y, 


and a multitude of adversities, you pulled 
yourself up by your very bootstraps with al¬ 
most no help or guidance other than your 
own innate sense of responsibility and self- 
respect. You, too, are the living proof that 
individualism is the key to achievement of 
any kind. I, who shared this with you, have, 
and have always had, nothing but the most 
sincere respect for what you have done. Yet, 
blood ties, shared hardships, personal re¬ 
spect notwithstanding, we, too, come to the 
edge of parting. We, too, must disagree. 

I have puzzled much over this. How is 
it that two people like you both are, who in 
yourselves are the living proof of everything 
I believe in, outside your own personal 
sphere not only sanction, but sincerely ad¬ 
vocate the ideas and causes which over the 
long run must totally destroy or debase the 
very foundations upon which your own 
uniqueness as individuals is based? 

I felt that if I could find the answer to 
this question, then I could begin to under¬ 
stand what has happened to our America, for 
1 know that there are still in this country 
many millions of people who, just like you 
and Martha, have one set of standards for 
your personal lives and another diametri¬ 
cally opposing set for your extrapersonal 
existence. I know, too, that, oddly, most of 
you are totally unaware of these two sets 
of antagonistic standards, and that those 
who are aware, have by a process of ra¬ 
tionalization and the substitution of faith 
for reason, compartmentalized and/or ig¬ 
nored the incompatibilities in such a way 
that they can live with them in reasonable 
comfort. 

Some years ago, George, you gave me 
the clue through which I have finally solved, 
at least to my own satisfaction, this dilem¬ 
ma. You were discussing and defending so¬ 
cial security. You told me the story of a man 
whom you had known for many years, a 
good honest man, hard working, loyal, un¬ 
demanding, who for one reason or another 
had never been able to save anything for 
his old age. You felt that he, and the millions 
like him, deserved something better than a 
beggar’s existence in their old age, and you 
wanted to help him. The story stuck with 
me. I knew that the answer to my question 
was in this story if I could only find it. 
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Not too long ago 1 was r* 4 
thing written back in the lJ d,ng SOme ' 
early thirties by thS aSilS" lWcn tie* or 
socialist, Norman Thomas ^ honesl 
feet, the American people JJ n Sa,d * in ef ' 
socialism as a system as inn n \' er accept 
socialism. Bu, ,heT wfl| h"f aS " is called 
you disguise it and call 11 emirel V if 

• read this. I re “ b! “ humamt *™>i sm . 

suddenly I understood vo^and'kV' a 1 " d 
George, and most of the milling N f ,ar [ ha * 
including myself. 1 n ' N ot olhers 

I had been unable to discover it before 
because the fault lay not where 1 exacted 
d m your weaknesses, but stemmed <S 
from your great strength. It arose from one 
of your finest virtues, and that is vour verv 
human compassion. I say this with humility 
and respect. I say this. I think, with under- 
standing, because my own misguided love 
for humanity has garnered many a memoir 
encased in bitter wormwood. 

Let me say with honest and respectful 
candor that it was your great capacity for 
compassion which betrayed you and which 
finally allowed you to be persuaded that it 
was right and proper to use organized force 
and coercion to make that group of people 
save, who for some reason either could not 
or would not save of their own volition. 
Once that decision was made, once that 
bridge was crossed, then other decisions 
and other actions involving your interpreta¬ 
tion of what was the good of social groups, 
and the use of legal force to dispense it, be¬ 
came easier and easier. You did it tor the 
most sincere and seemingly noblest ot rea¬ 
sons — humanitarianism — but when you 
bypassed the individual and embraced leg¬ 
islation and force as a means of doing good 
for this group or that, you became, however 

unwittingly, a socialist. 

When you. and men like you and me. de¬ 
cided that this fine old man of whom you 
spoke and others like him. should be forced 
to save his money, the decision we actual! 
made was this: “Man is not responsible tor 
his acts, therefore, we must find a c 

protect him.” By the addition of government 
intervention to this decision, the use i 
force, we said in effect: “All men are not 
responsible, therefore, government must as¬ 
sume responsibility for all men. i 5, *■ - 

statement is true because the law canno . 


by its nature, make a single exception, it 
cannot declare one man responsible and an¬ 
other irresponsible, else it is not a law. By 
that single decision, by that one erroneous 
assumption began the fateful pavess of de¬ 
stroying the basic ingredient in the American 
character which made him for a while one of 
the great people of the earth. That ingredient 
was responsibility. “Root. hog. or die.” he 
used to say. He knew it was up to him. As 
a gamp they were stamg. unafraid, self-re¬ 
liant, confident, and “beholden” to no one 
but themselves. “I'll take charity from no 
one. man or government,” was a common 
expression when the handouts first began. 
That expression died quickly. 

Even before this happened we had al¬ 
ready laid the foundation by which govern¬ 
ment could assume this responsibility, when 
in 191? we sanctioned the income tax and 
the federal reserve system. The graduated 
income tax provided the government with 
the means by which they could, by persua¬ 
sion. vote themselves any amount of money 
taken from those who worked to give to 
those for whom, later on. we humanitarians 
were going to feel so sorry. The federal re¬ 
serve system gave the government a total 
monopoly on money and credit. 

With these two powers, not only could we 
eventually control the economy, we could 
also manipulate it. 

In the 19?0's, humanitarianism really be¬ 
gan to bloom. That was when we decided it 
was proper to force people like your friend 
to save. We began by taking just a little prop¬ 
erty trom even working man's pay check to 
make him save. We called it his social se¬ 
curity. 

The depression was on. unemployment 
had risen to an all time high of 20 The 
fact that nobody starved and no one w-\$ 
actually starving was unimportant. We felt 
sorry for those people. So having already 
made the decision that man was not respon¬ 
sible, it was relatively easy to make the de¬ 
cision that w e should take care of those peo¬ 
ple who weren't working; that we must re¬ 
lieve them of their responsibility. So we told 
the man who was working—“You have no 
right to all of your property w hen these peo¬ 
ple have no property; you have no right to 
all the products of your abilit\ when we have 
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Phik C XT' •osav ?,* 0 ^ve no . 

, Poor folks L?° , ' a n<lwe“ | y0Ue '>rn wh avin 8; 

be » little bTt ° aren ’' Wo r t ,Ve » <0 aT,h her 
year it ,r , a nd Voil WOr King. i, . /hose 

3<> ye l* cos, mis! 1 

Uoo H «Ve We ret, ' r : Kr Vcar. Us -"ore 

Who i^thcTnd? 11 - C «n^Tde r th th Se Pe °P'^ 

:^°%t ^ srr ?£ 

by lhe millions cv(' ' WnCd and arc sp. d ' Work 

. They do „ m w " ™ ,im « of p| C n, P y r n,n « 

own, unmindful, thjy h‘"' d win n °t. Heads 

malicious^! so h °, y arc totally^nr^ljab| dC n ° r 
aimlessly p’ but lik c cattle wJ ab e ' no1 

T° a l k havc simply a, rophied'^^bility I"* 

Sr ■ ^ ^ 

ilul horror that they have t W,th a kind of 
of hu man beings except ,h° t S ' ?" 5em blance 
two feet and ,alk_ | P L' ha ‘ lh cy «and on 
O've me more. I need l Pa ™ ,S ' " M ore. 

new thoughts they havcTeTmed" ^ °"' y 
P'e like your^friend WgeTh- °' d pe °' 

^t Ci man 0, ,he CCn,Ury ' ~“ d ve'onTf 
chm’ hcse poor ’ miserable, degraded 

tod'w' n as a" bhUman crca ' ures - They stand 
today as a monumental caricature of homo 

su p icns the harsh and horrible reality creat- 
c by us out of our own misguided pity. They 
are also, if we continue our present course, 
the living prophecy of what a great percent¬ 
age of the rest of us will become. 


p ity the farmer,” we said. "Pity the 
working man.’ "Pity the low wage groups." 

Pity the underdeveloped nations.” “Pity 
the Negro.” Pity! Pity! Pity! 

“lo help others you must sacrifice your¬ 
selves." we said. Then by that peculiar logic 
premised on that first erroneous assump¬ 
tion. wc used force and ordered the sacrifice 
of all those who had ability. The responsi¬ 
ble became the sacrificial victims. We drain 
ever more and more of their life-blood from 


them; we carry it with outstretched hands 
to the irresponsible and, out of that same 
peculiar logic we say, “This is yours. We 
owe it to you. Take it and rise." 

With the direct logic of irresponsibility 
they take it greedily in hands that have 
neither knowledge, nor ability, nor respon¬ 
sibility, nor incentive, nor the discipline of 
self-restraint, and they fling it riotously, 
willy-nilly, to the four winds. But they do 
not rise. They sink further into helpless de¬ 
gradation. They come back snarling, “Give 
me more. It is my right. 1 want more." 

We have done it all over the world. 
Every responsible person and every re¬ 
sponsible nation on the face of the earth has 

uTth e°c SaC r ficial victim —from Belgium 
o the Congo, from France to North Africa 

eve'r e ^ h S« e ^ r 

ini ,onrSr h S«rc K y ^ ~ 

ianism, George. > ou r humanitar- 

andf ° r 

more and more from the m d u 0rCC to ta ^e 
and still keeps h o~m,mTv WhOS,mbeliev « 

be gets and get what he elms 'm'T" Wh “' 

go we took approximately "o* of ^ ^ 

mgs —today we take 35 % * ° m s c arn- 

j an an things. Money U° nro lhCSC humani ~ 
1S means of production ? Crly ’ ,>ro Perty 
ovvmership or control 0 f the 1°^""" is »he 
'°n. Humanitarianism k, r a ” S ° f prtH,u c- 

develops. 'The'''various' 1 ?'*"»• » new cr 
fr °m whom wc h ? objCc ^ of 0 ,,r 
sc f “« of individ^l re CniOVeU bv decree th 

wf respect for ou. respi>n sibili lv ,h ’ th 
a nd the sens.- r ncrsh ‘P of pn v ^ hc sc "s 
into group, V 1 ' C "' ri ''^el 
•More P vc ** k ""« our r g h " 

us more'" Kor l ,hc V cn 
n CVcr > ^ernan 
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place, “t-l- r ^ r ee hjq 

“U^' 8rou p n haf OUr needs'-.' 0 i-, 

* ^rjr-&Z** 

are alw a ^«-out £d 

m0t £- ‘hreatenina^X 5 ' h S^SXT J r ^= 

How do k g nK) ^- vioU-. ® s * JecxW 

SOme ndfculoX" gID0 ^ £“*? ' 

n £bt-wi ne * name you haw 0 *"""' ***ae 

* l WaJ [^ao- We 

Can you take fv ^ p,t > hacfaS^? *=» 
and siv e ; t ^n 1 one mam k tCr;re - 

tred?c * " t0 . ano ^ wiW Fro ^t*- 

of o , >0U favor one — ' cr esrire fca- 

° f bother without e , groiI P a; the ei- e - 

T y T ^^Pn td Xa?T-^ «*=**% 

down? What can w^^L** «*r brJi 
but more violence** I r^f 1 ' exrect - Manka. 

s s a 

happens' to ZZ ZZZZZ^ ^ 

»S all that socierv ~ **men after ah 

seem to thitHf^ <* ***** -e 
above and bevond the 'nm 'i?-**' 9 ^ 
Which comprise if, 

ng« s of individual responsfiSv^' 
nght to sustain their own the* (Le to o— 
property)? Have you ever stop^S 

at 11 u 1S ^ makes P^Ffe moral? Wfs* 
allov-s them to develop a moral code? Have 

you ever wondered how people develop a 
sense of what is right and what is wrene? 
^ °u would agree that it is wrong to murder, 
wrong to steal, wrong to cheat, wrens to 
covet. Why? Morality, as we have practiced 
it from time immemorial, has been based 
on the mutual respect of each r-ar for the 
property of any other man. To trespass he 
property lines of another man is immoral. 
Life, ideas, contracts are infivkhel prop¬ 
erties just as is land and its derivatives. To 
kill, to steal, to covet, are trespasses or the 
property of another. From man's sense of 
responsibility come the restraints by which 
he controls himself and respects the prop- 
erty lines of all others. Don't you see mat 
when government trespasses his property by 
force and tells him it is not his right to c»- 
it, it destroys every means he has to re 
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Now. the key has been thrown carelessly 
aside The door is cloved, and we have lost 
the way. Men who hoped, now sadly put 
back over I heir shoulders the old hopeless 
yoke of the centuries and trudge their mind¬ 
less »a> along a path that has no beginning 
and no end. 

You say. “Why get upset 0 Don't worry 
atom it It isn't that important. Take a va¬ 
cation and forget the whole thing. It can't 
happen here." 

Surely, logical discussion based on in¬ 
tensive study, honest questions, and stated 
convictions from one whose sincerity and 
integrity you have never questioned, re¬ 
quires a more reasonable and considerate 
answer than: 'Take a vacation, you must 
be sick.~ Yet. h is not yoqr words which be¬ 
come the force which alienates us. It is your 
attitude, your unshakable complacency, 
upheld only by blind faith in an authority 
which has long since deserted you, which 
aikrws you to thus insult both intelligence 
and integrity without realizing you have done 
so and without meaning to do it. You drive 
me away because it never occurred to you, 
for one moment, that I might be right, it only 
occurs to you that I must be sick. This is 
the strangest and the saddest of our differ- 
races. 

I am not sick at mind, my dear Martha, 
but I am profoundly sick at heart. Let me 
teS you why. 

There is no sorrow' greater than comes 
to one who sees the very' foundations of the 
land he loved with his whole heart and mind 
crumble needlessly into ruin; there is no 
deadher despair than that wrung from the 
bitter realization that for each of us the 
promise and the hope are gone, those magic 
beacons which suffused the land with the 
radiance of grandeur and of greatness; there 
is no grief more desolate than comes to one 
who is forced to watch with a terrible and 
helpless clarity of vision, the inexorable 
moral decay and degradation of a once proud 
people, the very bone and sinew of his being, 
who fouDd the way and now have lost it. 

This is your truth as well as mine. Must 
we then quarrel? 

This is my answer and my plea. 

I ask only that you tiy to understand. 

Sincerely, 

(Name Withheld) 
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The Freedom School 
is an educational institution 
offering short courses of instruction 
to adults in the fields of economics, 
philosophy, ethics, history and 
political science. Special sessions 
each year are reserved for executives 
and those making managerial 
decisions in business and the 
professions. Eight two-week 
comprehensive courses are offered 
each summer from June through 
September. Special Workshop and 
library facilities are available 
for graduates. 

Write for information. 
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